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The available evidence indicates a di r ect relation - 
ship between tar and nicotine content and the health clangers 
ol cigarette smoking. As found by the group of scientists 
‘ convened by the Surgeon General, "The preponderance o f 
scientific evidence strongly suggests that the lower the 
* tar f and nicoTine content of cigarette smoke, the"less harm ¬ 
ful are the effects ." 6/ Moreover, since tobacco also acts 
as”a’fi1ter, tar "and nicotine yield is not consistent 
throughout the length of a cigarette but increases dispro¬ 
portionately as it is smoked. The longer the cigarette and 
the farther down it is smoked, the bigger the intake of tar 
and nicotine and the greater the health hazards. 

Thus, a cigarette which "smokes longer because it is 
longer” is also longer in danger. In a cigarette, ’’extra 
long” and "extra puffs" means extra hazards. The Public 
Health Service Technical Report on "Tar” and Nicotine states: 
"The potential benefit to the individual consumer who might 
shift to a lower tar and nicotine cigarette would be negated 
if this shift were accompanied by an increase * * * in the 
length of each cigarette used." 7/ 

ii. would seem, therefore, that from the standpoint o f 
t he public interest in developing a "less hazardous” cigarett e, 
the industry should promote shorter cigarettes yielding fewer 
puffs and less tar and nicotine. Instead, the industry has 
moved in the opposite direction. In recent months, its 
advertising efforts have concentrated on promoting the new 
"super-king size" 100 mm. cigarettes. 

The Roswell Park Memorial Institute has recommended 
that the sale of "extra long" 100 mm. cigarettes be banned 
until it can be shown that they are a safe product for 
human consumption. 8/ I concur in that recommendation. 

6/ Quoted by Senator Magnuson, Congressional Record, Vol. 113, 
p. S6976. 
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8/ Letter of Dr. George E. Moore, Director, to the Federal 
Trade Commission, June 8, 1967. 


Source: https://www.industrydocunfients.ucsf.edu/docs/nnzhlOODO 
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